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The  Social 
Security 
Dilemma 


By  Tom  Wicker 


It  seems  not  to  have  occurred  to 
many  members  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  that  the  Social  Security  sys¬ 
tem  is  not  an  isolated  entity,  a  thing 
set  apart.  It  is  an  integral  and  impor¬ 
tant  part  of  the  Federal  budget  and  the 
sax  structure  and  therefore  has  great 
impact  upon  the  overall  economy. 

Yet,  the  bill  the  House  has  just 
passed,  aimed  at  keeping  the  Social 
Security  trust  funds  solvent  for  the 
rest  of  this  century,  could  have  crit¬ 
ical  inflationary  impact,  worsen  un- 
.^mployment  problems,  dampen  buying 
power  and  still  not  eliminate  the  grav¬ 
est  long-term  threat  to  the  system’s 
integrity. 


The  House  bill  —  which  may  yet  be 
improved  in  the  Senate  and  in  confer¬ 
ence  between  the  two  houses — would 
raise  both  the  Social  Security  tax  rate 
and  the  wage  base  on  which  the  Ux  is 
levied,  in  succeeding  steps  through 
1987.  By  that  year,  employees  and  their 
employers  would  each  pay  a  7.1  per¬ 
cent  tax  on  the  employee’s  first  $42,- 
600  in  earnings  —  or  $3,024.60  each. 
E^•en  for,  say,  a  worker  who  made  only 
$15,000  in  1987,  employer  and  em¬ 
ployee  each  would  pay  $1,065  com¬ 
pared  to  $877.50  this  year. 

These  increases  would  triple  the 
amount  of  tax  paid  for  the  highest- 
salaried  employees.  On  the  employers’ 
side,  they  will  surely  be  passed 
through  to  consumers  in  higher  prices; 
thus,  as  employer  payroll  taxes  rise 
steadily  over  the  next  decade,  so  will 
upward  pressure  on  prices. 

This  may  seem  a  small  point,  but  it 
'^sn’t:^employer  payroll  taxes  were  ap- 
prpachihg'  $5^9  billion  annually  at  the 
j  be^nning  of  1  this  year,  and  the  in- 
^  creases  the  Hhuse  would  mandate 
}j  could  have  great  cumulative  effect  by 
1987.  And  as  thfc  economist  George  L. 
Perry  once  observed  in  another  con¬ 
text,  “If  you  don’t  think  half  a  point 
[of  inflation]  is  enough  to  bother  with, 
you  might  as  well  stop  worrying  about 
inflation.’’ 

As  the  scene  shifts  to  the  Senate, 
more  study  ought  to  be  given  to  Presi¬ 
dent  Carter’s  proposal  that  the  wage 
base  on  which  employers  pay  taxes 
should  be  the  entire  amount  of  an 
employee’s  wages,  while  the  base  on 
which  employees  pay  tax  should  rise 
only  slightly,  with  tax  rates  for  both 
not  rising  at  all.  The  Administration 
argues  that  employers  would  pay  les<\ 
tax  that  way  than  if  the  tax  rate  were 
increased  on  a  smaller  wage  base — 
possibly  an  important  anti-inflationary 
point. 


more  properly  the 
This  is  the  id 


Soldiers  of  Terror 


“Unless  this  flame  is  stamped  out  in  time,  it  will  spread  like  a  brush  fire  all  over  the  world,’’  (Walter 
Scheel,  President  of  West  Germany,  quoted  in  The  New  York  Times.) 


Treating" 

Andropov 

Disease 

By  C.  L.  Sulzberger 


WASHINGTON— While  he  recently 
predicted  in  a  study  prepared  together 
with  two  other  experts  on  the  spread 
or  reforms  in  the  theory  and  practice 
of  intelligence  that  even  Moscow 
would  ease  certain  brutalities.  Prof. 
Stevan  Dedijer  of  Lund  University 
stresses  that  as  of  now — and  despite 
the  Helsinki  accord  on  European  se¬ 
curity  —  the  Soviet  secret  police  are 
still  rigorously  squashing  dissidents  by 
harsh  practices. 

Professor  Dedijer  especially  empha¬ 
sizes  the  K.G.B.  (secret  police)  habit 
of  trying  to  mold  uniformity  of  opinion 
by  incarcerating  in  mental  hospitals 
those  who  disagree  with  Communist 
philosophy  and  methodology  as  it  is 
now  applied  in  the  U.S.S.R.  To  support 
this  thesis  he  quotes  in  extenso  from 
a  speech  made  last  month  in  Moscow 
by  Yuri  Vladimirovich  Andropov,  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Soviet  State  Security 
Committee  and  therefore  boss  of  the 
entire  K.G.B..  apparatus.  Among  those 
who  listened  to  his  address  were  Leo¬ 
nid  Brezhnev,  Alexei  Kosygin  and 
Andrei  Gromyko. 

The  security  chief  asked  a  particu¬ 
larly  salient  question:  “How  can  one 
explain  that  after  sixty  years  of  Soviet 
power  there  still  exist  in  the  U.S.S.R. 
the  so-called  inakomislyayoshiZH  This 
means  “those  wliothink  differently” 
and  represents  what  the  West  has 
come  to  call  “dissidents.’’ 

According  to  the  K.G.B.  analysis: 
“We  know  from  the  writings  of  Marx 
and  Lenin,  and  from  life  itself,  that  the 
education  of  a  new  type  of  man  re¬ 
quires  an  exceptionally  long  time  and 
effort — much  larger,  even,  than  thr 
accomplishment  of  deep-going  socio 
economic  changes.’’ 

The  belief  that  “a  new  type  of  man’ 
can  be  manufactured  was  called  “hu 
man  engineering”  in  Stalin’s  day  and 
caused  the  Soviet  Government  to  place 
heavy  reliance  on  an  artificial  pseudo¬ 
science  of  genetics  that  was  later 
demonstrably  proven  to  be  false  and 
wholly  dropped. 

Because  of  the  “exceptionally  long 
time  and  effort’’  required,  Mr.  Andro¬ 
pov  acknowledged  there  was  still 
“divergent  thinking”  in  the  U.S.S.R. 
He  explained  that  this  stemmed  from 
various  causes:  political  and  ideologi¬ 
cal  “delusions,”  religious  fanaticism, 
nationalist  prejudices  (meaning  from 
different  nationalities  in  the  multi¬ 
lingual  Soviet  state),  personal  prob- 


Ar  Moment  of  Sentiment 


.  J'lems,  resentment  at  a  failure  by  in-  V 
'jdividuals  to  gain  the  recognition  they 
I  fancied  they  deserved,  and — finally-— 

^  “psychic  instability.”  /  ki 

The  last  condition  is  that  most  ,5  'A 
generally  employed  as  a  catch-all  ex- 
planation  by  Soviet  theorists  for  the 
existence  of  dissident  groups.  It  is  also  V 
the  excuse  for  frequently  incarcerating  j  ■ 
such  dissidents  in  mental  institutions. 

Mr.  Andropov  himself  was  explicit  '  : 
about  this  strange  theory  of  political  ■;  ■ 
psychiatry  and  said:  “Those  who  suf-  ,• 

.  for  from  such  delusions”  (i.e.,  a  failure 
*  to  cqnlEqrniJ~“we’ endeavor  to  help,  - 
i  endeavor  to  confine  and  endeavor  to 
‘  dissipate  their  delusions.” 

Professor  Dedijer,  in  a  separate 
analysis  of  the  K.G.B.  boss’s  speech, 
refers  to  these  “delusions”  os  “the 
Andropov  disease.”  In  fact,  of  course, 
it  long  preceded  the  current  security 
chief  both  in  expression  of  such  oppo-  I 
sitionist  “delusions”  despite  the  mas¬ 
sive  Stalin  purges  and  in  the  pretense 
that  they  can  be  “cured”  by  forcible 
'  detention  in  an  insane  asylum.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  latter  practice 
'  antedates  the  Bolshevik  revolution  and 
iwas  on  occasion  used  by  the  czarist 
(secret  police. 

It  is  astonishing,  nevertheless,  that 
Mr.  Andropov  should  seriously  and 
publicly  assert  that  a  failure  to  endorse 
the  Soviet  method  of  Communism  (or, 
as  it  is  still  called  in  the  U.S.S.R.,'  ] 

“socialism”)  is  a  sign  of  mental  illness  j 

and  can  only  “be  cured  by  psycho-  j 

logical  treatment.  This  is  even  more 
pretentious  quackery  than  the  phony  i 

genetics  of  Trofim  Lysenko  during  the  ; 

latter  part  of  the  Stalinist  era. 

Moreover,  it  is  a  disturbing  symptom 
of  the  possibly  unbalance  mental  ' 
condition  of  some  Soviet  lead^s  that  ' 
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they  should  feel  it  necessary  to  affirm 
in  publicjthat  discontent  (a  common 
human  failing)  as  expressed  by  politi-  •' 
cal  dissldehce  is  merely  based  on 
“delusion” — ^that,  for  example,  of  the 
famous  nuclear  physicist,  Andrei 
Sakharov. 

A  further  and  far  more  extensive 
analysis  of  this  doctrine,  based  on  a 
study  of  “nervous  and  psychic  dis¬ 
eases”  by  two  Soviet  doctors  and 
academicians,  will  be  discussed  in  a  J 

subsequent  column.  But  yhat  is  to  the  j 

point  here  is  that,  hard  on  the  heels  I 

of  the  Andropov  speech.  Professor  '  j 
Dedijer  and  two  associates  at  Lund  j 

are  predicting  that  this  K.G.B.  ap-  i 
proach  and  practice  will  be  “discon¬ 
tinued.” 

It  has  become  such  an  “international 
scandal.’’  they  say,  that  even  Commu¬ 
nist  parties  outside  the  Soviet  Union 
are  pressing  Moscow  to  end  thi.s 
barbarity.  If  and  when  it  is  dropped 
it  would  be  good  for  Moscow’s  self- 
respect  if  the  theory’s  best  known 
current  exponent,  Y.  V.  Andropov,  / 
were  dropped  with  it. 


